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Abstract 
 
The paper presents a brief bibliometric analysis of the journals in Library and 
Information Sciences categories in India. Being the country that has the most 
indexed journals in the Asiatic region. There are now three journals indexed by 
Scopus data base. This case study focuses on the oldest journal in Scopus, 
with title “Annals of library and Information Studies” (ALIS). This study pursues 
two main objectives. First, to depict the main characteristics of the papers 
published by the ALIS Journal during 2011-2017 years. Second, the obtained 
data are compared to the last bibliometric work published about ALIS Journal 
during the period 2002 to 2010. This comparison points to remarkable shifts in 
Library and Information Studies research, especially in the institutional and 
national authorship.  
The results showed that most articles (43,45%) were signed by two authors. 
The study also reveals that most of the contributions are from India with 68,87% 
and the rest 31,13% from foreign sources. Compared to data from 2002-2012 it 
can be observed that contributions from India are declining and the foreign 
contribution are growing. It is also remarkable the presence of five foreign 
centers among the top ten most prolific institutions during the years 2011-2017. 
 
Keywords: Bibliometrics, Bibliography, Authorship pattern, Source of 
Information, Geographical distribution, Dissertations. 
 
Introduction 
Research results and knowledge circulate on any academic field mainly through 
scholarly journals. Scientific papers published at these venues indicate 
preferences and trends in the corresponding disciplines1. The analysis of these 
outcomes through bibliometrics allows to analyze and understand the structure 
and trends of a particular discipline.2 
 
 
Literature review 
Bibliometric indicators can be employed to trace the evolution in scientific 
disciplines and identify key events and trends that may affect a whole science 
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area or particular journals, authors, institutions or countries3. 
Bibliometrics studies indicate inequalities and differences in the scholarly 
communication landscape. For example, scientific publications are concentrated 
in a few science centres4 and the international collaboration is being heralded 
as the hallmark of contemporary scientific production5. Scientific collaboration 
has incremented on the last decades6 and accordingly, systematically studied 
since the 1960s and researched into scientific social networks through co-
authorship7. 
Bibliometrics tools like h-index are a useful index to assess the scientific output 
of an individual actor as well of as an institution or country8 and also provide 
information to take decisions for improving the performance and impact of the 
research works9. Bibliometrics methods can be used to board different objects 
such as citations10, keywords11, authors12 or publications13 among many others  
Library and Information Science (LIS) discipline has been thoroughly 
approached through bibliometric methods in the last years at different levels 
such national production in India14, China15, Spain16 or Nigeria17, at different 
performance standards such as highly cited papers18 or even at individual 
author19 or journal outputs20.  
But to the best of our knowledge, no such research has compared the findings 
of two or more bibliometric analysis in ALIS journal. This paper aims to fill this 
gap by analysing the contributions published in two different time periods, with 
the intention to continue and complete the findings of other papers published in 
the last 25 years. 
In the last 25 years, significant documents have been published of bibliometric 
analysis in Annals of library and Information Studies Journal. In particular, the 
studies covered different years: 1999-200521, 2002-200622, 2002-201023, 2002-
201224, 2004-201025, 2007-201226  or even a study about citations in ALIS 
journal during 1997 to 201027. For this reason, it is therefore necessary to 
continue examining the trends of the research published by ALIS journal.   
 
Objectives of the study 
 
The aim of the study was two-fold:  
• First to analyse the research productivity originating from India country 
with articles published in Library and Information Science journals in 
Scopus database.  
• And second deepen the study of one of the journals: Annals of Library 
and Information Studies comparing two periods: 2002-2010 to 2011-
2017. This journal is chosen because it is the most bibliometrically 
studied of the three indexed journals. 
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Methodology 
 
The Scopus 2017 database was used to download all the journals that were 
clustered under the subject category “Library and Information Science”. 
The Scopus database was used to retrieve all the records associated with the 
Indian journals within the years 2012-2017. In order to expand on the study of 
ALIS journal it is compared with another period (2002-2010).   
The study applies a bibliometric analysis to identify and quantify the main 
bibliographic features of the articles published during the period 2011-2017 in 
ALIS. Data was processed using Excel.  
 
Results 
To accomplish the first objective of this study were analyzed the sources of 
Scopus database where shows the situation of the Indian journals in Library and 
Information Science subject.  
The latest Scopus report (2017) indicates that three Indian journals are indexed. 
The journals are: DESIDOC Journal of Library and Information Technology, 
Annals of Library and Information Studies (ALIS) and Journal of Digital 
Information Management (JDIM). Over the last few years, the position in the 
quartiles has changed. 
The variables studied are directly derived from the Scopus databases, 
particularly language, geographical location of the authors (country), document 
type and publication year. A bibliometric analysis of some of them has been 
carried out to find out how magazines are currently. The period under 
examination is from 2012 to 2017 because three journals are available to 
research.  
Quartile rankings are therefore derived for each journal. Figure 1 offers the 
positions of the three journals in recent years. Journals were sorted according 
to their impact factor data in LIS subject generating quartile rankings. The JDIM 
journal has remained unchanged in the last ten years. DESIDOC was not 
indexed until 2013 and now it is located in Q2. In the same situation is the ALIS 
journal but since 2011. These two journals tend to a perfect evolution looking for 
the highest category in the highest quartile: Q1. 
Both journals would be candidates for index in Q1 (first quartile) in the short-
term. 
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Figure 1: Journals categorized into quartiles (2008-2017) 
 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scimago Journal Rank data 
(2017) 
 
 
The geographical distribution of the authors would seem logical, but there is a 
wide variety of backgrounds. The highlights are shown in the JDIM magazine 
where the Chinese origin represents 95% and there are no authors from India. 
In the other two journals (DESIDOC and ALIS), 95% of the authors come from 
India. Table 1 shows the provenances. 
  Table 1: Geographical distribution of the authors (2012-2017) 
 
DESIDOC ALIS JDIM 
India   349 156 0 
China 0 0 225 
Nigeria  11 18 0 
United States  8 3 27 
Saudi Arabia  4 0 0 
Bangladesh  3 4 0 
Malaysia 2 2 0 
Algeria 0 0 11 
Australia 0 0 10 
Sri Lanka 0 9 0 
Singapore 0 0 7 
Germany 0 0 6 
Thailand 0 0 6 
Italy 0 0 6 
Morocco 0 0 5 
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Russian F.  0 0 5 
Iran 0 4 0 
Fiji   3 0 0 
Argentina  2 0 0 
Germany  2 0 0 
Greece  2 0 0 
Canada 0 2 0 
South Africa 0 2 0 
Tanzania 0 2 0 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
 
 
The writing languages in the three academic journals are 100% in English. This 
situation demonstrates the internationalization of a journal and the LIS subject 
and try to include features such as use international peer reviewers, interests of 
individual foreign researchers, international editorial board, etc. and tend to be 
indexed by international authoritative databases.    
 
Figure 2 reveals distribution of articles of the three journals by year, from 2011 
to 2017. DESIDOC has the most published (363 papers) in the six years and 
ALIS is the one that has least published (203 papers). DESIDOC and ALIS 
journals has followed a stable trend but JDIM has reduced its production 
significantly by half (from 59 papers in 2012 to 35 in 2017) 
 
 
Figure 2: Year Wise Distribution of articles. Years 2012-2017 
 
 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
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Table 2 shows the institutional distribution or affiliation of contributions. In line 
with Table 1: geographical distribution of the authors we have two great groups, 
one from India (DESIDOC and ALIS journals) and the other from China (JDIM). 
Table 2 shows the 10 institutions that have the most presence in each journal. 
DESIDOC and ALIS share many of the affiliations, being the ten most important 
in India. In contrast, the ten most present in JDIM are from China, not sharing 
any affiliation with the other two journals not even appear Indian institutions 
among indicators. It is interesting how the origin of the authors is offered in India 
region.  
Table 2: Institutional distribution of contributions (2012-201/) 
 
DESIDOC ALIS JDIM 
University of Delhi   30 4 0 
Council of Scientific and Industrial Research India  15 19 0 
Defence Research and Development Organisation 
India  11 0 0 
Pondicherry University  11 2 0 
Banaras Hindu University  10 5 0 
Indian National Science Academy  10 14 0 
University of Kashmir  9 4 0 
Jawaharlal Nehru University  9 6 0 
Savitribai Phule Pune University 8 3 0 
National Inst. of Science Tech. and Dev. Studies 
India  7 3 0 
University of Colombo 0 7 0 
University of Calcutta 3 7 0 
University of Mysore 4 6 0 
Vidyasagar University 0 6 0 
University of Kerala 5 6 0 
Dep. of Science and Technology, Government of 
India 0 6 0 
Zhejiang Gongshang University 0 0 13 
Wuhan University of Science and Technology 0 0 6 
Wuhan University 0 0 6 
Nanjing University of Science and Technology 0 0 5 
Beijing University of Posts and 
Telecommunications 0 0 5 
Chinese Academy of Sciences 0 0 5 
Chongqing University of Posts and 
Telecommunications 0 0 5 
Minzu University of China 0 0 5 
Nanjing University 0 0 5 
Jilin University 0 0 4 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
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Finally, with regard to document type of the "article" being the highest ranking 
(92.5%). Table 3 shows the Types and number of documents during 2012-2017 
years. 
 
Table 3. Types and number of documents. Years 2012-2017 
 
 
Nº. of 
Documents 
in 
DESIDOC 
Nº. of 
Documents 
in ALIS 
Nº. of 
Documents 
in JDIM 
Article   371 196 300 
Editorial   14 1 34 
Review  9 2 3 
Note  2 2 0 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
 
 
Annals of Library and Information Studies 
To accomplish the second objective of this study were also analysed the 
sources of Scopus database where shows the situation of the Annals of Library 
and Information Studies Journal. 
ALIS is a leading quarterly journal in Library and Information Studies published 
since 1954 by the CSIR-National Institute of Science Communication and 
Information Resources (CSIR-NISCAIR) formerly Indian National Scientific 
Documentation Centre. During the last years (2014, 2015 and 2016) ALIS has 
achieved the highest position in the Scimago Journal Rank in the Library and 
Information Science category not only in India but also in the whole Asiatic area. 
This allows taking ALIS as a significant journal for the most relevant research in 
the field and its geographical area.  
This study delivers a bibliometric analysis of the articles published by the journal 
Annals of Library and Information Studies (ALIS) from 2011 to 2017. The results 
are compared to the analysis of the period 2002-2010 in order to detect trends 
in the evolution of the field in its most relevant bibliometrics indexes. 
The 239 articles published in the 28 issues (vol. 58 to 64) edited during those 
six years were taken up for evaluation. The data was retrieved on 2018/07/01 
from the Scopus database. All the information was collected, organised and 
analysed using a spreadsheet. 
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Table 4. Types and number of documents. Years 2011-2017 
 
Types of document Nº. of Documents 
Article 230 
Review 3 
Note 2 
Letter 2 
Conference Paper 1 
Editorial 1 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
 
 
Table 4 shows the Types and number of documents during 2011-2017 years. 
These documents have been grouped into six different categories, with 
“articles” being achieving the highest ranking (96%). 
 
Table 5: Year Wise Distribution of articles. Years 2011-2017 
 
Year (Vol.) Issue Nº. Total articles Cumulative total 
of articles 
% of articles 
Nº.1 Nº.2 Nº.3 Nº.4 
2011 - Vol. 58 10 10 9 7 36 36 15,06% 
2012- Vol. 59 6 6 9 8 29 65 12,13% 
2013 - Vol. 60 9 9 9 0 27 92 11,29% 
2014 - Vol. 61 9 8 11 10 45 137 18,82% 
2015 - Vol. 62 6 7 9 16 38 175 15,89% 
2016 - Vol. 63 10 8 8 6 32 207 13,38% 
2017 – Vol. 64 10 6 6 10 32 239 13,38% 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
 
 
Table 5 reveals distribution of articles by year, volume and issue. Year 2014 
(Vol. 61) shows the highest number of total articles (45) with 2013 being the 
lowest (27).  
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Comparing this Table 5 with the one made by Lochan, Swain and Sahoo28, a 
huge rise in the number of articles published can be seen. During the years 
2002 and 2003 the journal published around 20 articles per year and nowadays 
around 35 papers each year. Figure 3 shows this upwards tendency. 
 
Table 6: Yearly distribution of articles. Years 2002-2017 
 
Year Nº. of 
Publications 
Cumulative of 
Nº. of 
publications 
2002 18 18 
2003 19 37 
2004 21 58 
2005 23 81 
2006 26 107 
2007 28 135 
2008 35 170 
2009 34 204 
2010 43 247 
2011 36 283 
2012 29 312 
2013 27 339 
2014 45 384 
2015 38 422 
2016 32 454 
2017 32 486 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
 
 
Table 6 shows the production and cumulative total of articles from 2002 to 
2017. In sixteen years, the journal has published 486 documents. Figure 3 
shows this increase in the number of articles published. It is worth mentioning 
that in 2013 27 documents were published, thus temporary breaking the 
ascending trend. The average publications during these periods are different. 
During the first stage (2002-2010) are produced an average of 49.4 publications 
a year and in the second stage 59.75.  There has been an increase of 20%. 
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Figure 3: Evolution of articles from 2002 to 2017 
 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
 
 
 
Table 7: Authorship pattern 
 
SI 
Nº 
Rank Authorship 
pattern 
Nº. of 
contributions 
(2011-2017) 
% of 
contributions 
Nº. of 
contributions 
(2002-2010) 
% of 
contributions 
1 2 Single 86 36,28% 80 32.38% 
2 1 Two 103 43,45% 117 47.36% 
3 3 Three 38 16,03% 43 17.4% 
4 4 > Three 10 4,21% 7 2.83% 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
 
 
Table 7 indicates that most papers (43,45%) were written by two authors, 
followed by 86 contributions signed by single authors (36.28%), 38 documents 
were written by three authors (16,03%) and only 10 papers were written by 
more than three authors (4,21%). 
This very same authorship rank was found in the period 2002-2010 (see Figure 
4). Anyway, in the last years six years the proportion of almost every category 
has been reduced driving to a closer proportion in single-authored and two 
authors papers. During the years 2011-2017 the extremes are reduced. 
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Figure 4: Authorship pattern 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
 
 
Table 8: Author productivity. Years 2011-2017 and 2002-2010 
 
SI Nº Name of contributor 
(2011-2017) 
Nº. of 
contributions  
Name of contributor 
(2002-2010) 
Nº. of 
contributions  
1 Sen, B.K. 15  Sen, B.K. 20 
2 Garg, K.C. 8 Garg K. C.  8 
3 Gupta, B.M. 8 Gupta, B.M. 8 
4 Dutta, B. and Pujar, 
S.M 
6 Bidyarthi Dutta 6 
5 3 Nº of Authors 5 each 4 Nº of Authors 5 each 
6 1 Nº of Authors. 4 each 8 Nº of Authors 4 each 
7 11 Nº of Authors 3 each 18 Nº of Authors 3 each 
8 41 Nº of Authors 2 each 45 Nº of Authors 2 each 
9 231 Nº of Authors 1 each 239 Nº of Authors 1 each 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
 
Table 8 ranks the authors during the two different periods. The top three places 
remain unchanged. Sen, B. K. is the most prolific author in the two periods, 
publishing fifteen papers between 2011 and 2017 and twenty documents 
between 2002 and 2010. Garg, K.C. and Gupta, B.M. are placed ex aequo in 
second position in the two analyzed periods. In both cases produces eight 
articles.  
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Table 9: Geographical distribution of contributors  
 
SI Nº Country Nº. of Contributions  
(2011-2017) 
Nº. of Contribution 
(%) (2011-2017) 
Nº. of 
Contributions 
(2002-2010) 
Nº. of Contribution 
(%) (2002-2010) 
1 India 281 68,87% 454 95,35% 
2 Nigeria 53 12,99% 4 0,84% 
3 Sri Lanka 15 3,67% 2 0,42% 
4 Bangladesh 14 3,43% 2 0,42% 
5 Iran 11 2,69% 0 0 
6 Malasya 8 1,96% 0 0 
7 United States 6 1,47% 2 0,42% 
8 Tanzania 3 0,73% 0 0 
9 Uganda 3 0,73% 0 0 
10 Canada 2 0,49% 0 0 
11 South Africa 2 0,49% 0 0 
12 Island, Fiji 2 0,49% 0 0 
13 Russia 1 0,24% 0 0 
14 South Korea 1 0,24% 0 0 
15 Australia 1 0,24% 0 0 
16 Botswana 1 0,24% 2 0,42% 
17 Brazil 1 0,24% 0 0 
18 Belgium 1 0,24% 3 0,63% 
19 Sudan 1 0,24% 0 0 
20 United Arab 
Emirates 
1 0,24% 0 0 
21 The 
Netherlands 
0 0 2 0,42% 
22 Botswana 0 0 2 0,42% 
23 Honolulu 0 0 1 0,21% 
24 Hungery 0 0 2 0,42% 
25 China 0 0 1 0,21% 
26 Nepal 0 0 1 0,21% 
 Total 408 100% 476 100% 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
Table 9 offers the geographical affiliation of authors who have published in ALIS 
journal during the analysed periods. India remains as the most important 
contributing country followed by Nigeria, Sri Lanka and Bangladesh. Anyway, 
the proportion of documents submitted by Indian authors has been significantly 
reduced from more than 95% to 68% in the last seven years.  
These points to a major internationalisation of the journal. In this sense, during 
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2011-2017, authors from 20 different countries have contributed to the journal. 
In contrast, during the years 2002-2010 there were authors only from 13 
different countries. This situation has generated new affiliation of Authors from 
Iran (11), Malaysia (8), United States (6), Tanzania (3), Uganda (3), Canada 
(2), South Africa (2), Fiji Island (2), Russia (1), South Korea (1), Australia (1) 
Botswana (1), Brazil (1), Belgium (1), Sudan (1) and United Arab 
Emirates (1). 
 
 
Figure 5: Geographical distribution of contributors 
 
 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
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Table 10: Authorship Pattern (2011-2017) 
 
Nº of papers (A) Nº of authors 
(B) 
Percentage Authorship (A x B) Percentage 
1 278 87,14% 278 66,5% 
2 20 6,26% 40 9,56% 
3 11 3,44% 33 7,89% 
4 1 0,31% 4 0,95% 
5 4 1,25% 20 4,78% 
6 2 0,62% 12 2,87% 
8 2 0,62% 16 3,82% 
15 1 0,31% 15 3,58 
Total  319 100,00 418 100,00 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
 
 
Table 10 indicates that most of the authors in ALIS (93%) have published one 
or two documents. At the opposite end is one author with fifteen publications, 
representing the percentage 0,31 of the total.    
 
 
Table 11: Institutional distribution of contributions (2011-2017) 
SI Nº Rank Institution Country Contributions 
1 1 Council of Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR) India   24 
2 2 National Institute of Science Technology and 
Development Studies  
India 21 
3 3 Indian National Science Academy India 14 
4 4 University of Mysore India 9 
5 =4 University of Colombo Sri Lanka 9 
6 5 University of Calcutta India 7 
7 6 University of Dhaka Bangladesh 6 
8 =6 Banaras Hindu University India 6 
9 =6 National Institute of Science Communication and 
Information Resources (NISCAIR) 
India 6 
10 =6 Visva-Bharati University India 6 
11 =6 Vidyasagar University India 6 
12 =6 Indira Gandhi Institute of Development Research India 6 
13 =6 Jawaharlal Nehru University India 6 
14 =6 University of Kerala India 6 
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15 =6 Department of Science and Technology, 
Government of India 
India 6 
16 =6 Indira Gandhi National Open University India 6 
17 7 University of Ibadan Nigeria 5 
18 =7 University of Kashmir India 5 
19 =7 Indian Council of Agricultural Research India 5 
20 8 5 Nº of Institutions  4 each 
21 9 5 Nº of Institutions  3 each 
22 10 30 Nº of Institutions  2 each 
23 11 101 Nº of Institutions  1 each 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
 
Table 11 shows the institutional distribution of contributions and offers 
broader understanding to assess the institutions. This tabulation is not observed 
in other bibliometric analyzes of the ALIS journal. Results obtained in Table 11 
predicted that some non-Indian institutions would be situated in the first 
positions of the ranking. Table 11 reveals an institution from India in the first 
place: Council of Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR), with 24 
contributions. This institution is followed by three institutions with 21 
contributions: National Institute for Interdisciplinary Science and Technology; 
Indian National Science Academy with 14 contributions.  
Here it seems the authorship problem exists because Council of 
Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR) has 38 laboratories spread over the 
length and breadth of the country. Some of them are situated in our matrix. This 
gives rise to the thought that, each institution is totally different for management.  
In this table, we found two institutions under the umbrella of CSIR: 
National Institute of Science Technology and Development Studies (21 
contributions) and National Institute of Science Communication and Information 
Resources (NISCAIR) (6 contributions). In relation to this second center, we 
found two clienteles of NISCAIR: Indian National Science Academy (14 
contributions) and Indian Council of Agricultural Research (5 contributions). This 
case illustrates how difficult it is to provide full information about the real and 
direct authorship of the articles because is unlikely to exist a currently no 
standardization of format to sign the papers. 
If we are objective with the results, in the top twenty are three universities 
from outside India: University of Colombo, Sri Lanka, with 9 documents; 
University of Dhaka, Bangladesh, 6 and University of Ibadan, Nigeria, with 5 
contributions. 
Table 12: Production by authors  
7th National Conference of Institute of Scientometrics, 
September 22-23, 2018, KLE University, 
Belagavi, Karnataka, India 
 
 
16 
 
Rank Author Documents Cites co-authors 
1 Gupta, R.K. 1083 33539 150 
2 Rousseau, R. 271 487 150 
3 Prathap, G. 262 2478 56 
4 Sardana, H.K.,  186 1009 150 
5 Deep, A. 110 1270 126 
6 Gupta, B.M 93 512 48 
7 Khanna, V.K. 69 654 61 
8 Kumar, S. 65 387 112 
9 Garg, K.C. 62 518 36 
10 Kumar, N. 52 990 128 
 
Source: Prepared by the authors (2018) based on Scopus data compiled by 
Science-Metrix (2017).   
 
Table 12 shows the total production of the ten most prolific contributors to ALIS 
between 2011 and 2017. The information provided shows that almost of them 
are recognised authors with hundreds or even thousands of cites, integrated in 
the scientific network as can be deduced by the high number of co-authors they 
collaborate with. This data shows that ALIS attract recognized professionals 
and experts from the field of Library and Information Science.  
 
Conclusions 
India is the country that has the most indexed journals in the Asian region in 
Scopus database and for this reason it must be valued. At present, three 
journals are indexed, two in Q2 and one in Q4 with a high probability to jump to 
Q1 some of them.  
The report highlights the situation of JDIM journal where do not have Indian’s 
institutions presence between their authors. 
In second objective, the most outstanding about ALIS journal research is not 
only to know bibliometric information of the period 2011-2017, but to compare it 
with another previous bibliometric analysis of the years 2002-2010. The result 
offers important information about ALIS journal.  
ALIS journal has published 239 documents during the period 2011-2017 of 
study. The maximum number of contributions is by two authors (43,45%) and 
Sen, B.K., from India with 15 contributions has been the most prolific 
contributor. Most of the contributors are from India (68,87%). 
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The most important change shows that contributions from Indian affiliations are 
declining as foreign contributions are growing. The openness and 
internationalization of the journal is not only sustained by the growing rate of 
international authors but also by the fact that many prolific institutional 
contributor are from Universities throughout Sri Lanka, Bangladesh and Nigeria.  
In this very same sense, three foreign institutions appear ranked among the top 
twenty contributors in the period 2011-2017. This fact points to a solid and 
enduring internationalization in the authorship of papers submitted to the 
journal. Without forgetting that there are near 70% Indian authors. 
Thus, Annals of Library and Information Studies faces the opportunity to 
reinforce its position as a highly-preferred peer reviewed journal for 
communication by the library and information science professionals. Along the 
same lines research, it can be situated their counterparts like DESIDOC Journal 
of Library and Information Technology from India or others across Asia. 
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